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Abstract Matrix optimization problems (MOPs) have been recognized in recent
years to be a powerful tool to model many important applications arising from emerging
fields such as data science within and beyond the optimization community. Perturbation
analysis of optimization problems play a fundamental and crucial role in optimization,
which provided important theoretical foundation for algorithm designing and others.
Science MOPs are non-polyhedral, the corresponding analysis is totally different from
that of the classical polyhedral case (e.g., the nonlinear programming). Basing on results
obtained in [1,2], we summary the recent progress on perturbation analysis of MOPs.
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Hor X & — A PRZERR IR H], f @ X — (o0, +00) N ERIIGH BRE (B U, data-fitting
), 1M 0 : V — (—o0, +o0] NE XLEHFETR] V=R (n < m) BE X FRAEFE SR S™
AR B (proper) PR (1 40, 5 B AR A FE R B SRh A 1E ) T
&), q: X > VA X - RAGERHICIERE, O C R &4 7€ 1™ 2 1A EE (1)
an, {0} C Re. RS . A B AMETAR).

FEREAL (0.1) EN—D— AL SAHESE, B8 T 1 2 BRI, R RE 23 A
V = R B R B A A R I, AR (0.1) B8 T @M AE LR S (NLP).
B 72 i, FEREIRAL (0.1) HAMAE TIFZHIMA. flin, 2V =8, 0 = ésn,
Hot 6n IR ST HFR/RREL, B (0.1) BN — AR A2 1 1 e Mk
(NLSDP). #t—2, M X =8, q(z) =« I H f 5 1 NEMREN, 0.1) il — Bk
P IEE MR (SDP) in)#l. JEZ 1% B2 ik (NLSDP) gt e #ikl (SDP) fEi#%
g TR HEES . G50 SRS A & Z N A, BRI SN0, [3-5).
TRRRAERE ST, B (0.1) S TS EE WS BRI LaE] . FEY
SR AR FRAE FEA SN . B, 2 X =V = R™ g(x) = o, MEREL 0 7T LA
S 0 S 0] R (68T R (RIS || - || (B )3 S DR )5 R AR A ] R 1014 o gt 1
(| - {1 CREL A (1 5 R 7 ) B DUV 4 5 DR 1) 12231 o 1) Ky Fam k-85 || - || ) (FE
FERIRR & AN SR E M), X e s BN, AR (0.1), IEERZR 21
R, RIS B SERR N T T AR T2 EELE R,

KH AT E X R AR R (0.1), 456 — o R, A4 — T A
YL BT T3 . ARAR I BRI 30 23 B h A2 i L (B DA B A ) B R A8 2 e
ARSI, MO A il R A SR TR N I HAh D7 R E i 5. R
17 &R (R BN AT 9 — B AL AR 1) R B VR AT 78 1OAZ O, WIB IR 0 L v B B L 25 5L il
—ANME LR ARSI I AR T R DVu . R, SR 5T, Bl S L 4
SCHR DA K FR AR B 22 SR 4200, X B JRATTAR SR A ) 2 2 A el L 2 AR 451 dn
B (0.1) HAVHE G BRI EL 0 &0 2 TR R B (L BB 2 TR, A RIS 1 4 Al
2 =R DA e 4 T 2021 BRI, Bl G SRR N R R, SRR T AR,
WG TR AGTE P I RS B A 5 N F AR L, AT R I SR A i AR A ) A A
SEAEZ RN, T S AF R AR AL 1) B B AT, BT SRS A R AR S e AL )
FVRE s A B S, DR 2 THAR I AE FE DAL R (0.1) BB A M it B4 o B 2L

SCHR [1-2] 43 BIREAE T REREOAL A A (0.1) MRSERITPE SRR Eh T R BT SRR
SRR R, & E R PO EIREZ R R T E = F A48 AU,
HH (5,9) € gph ¥, B g € Y (), AR FARME RN G B AL R VE R E il in R4
Hi:

EX 0.1(CFHatE) HFEMSN Y E=TF £ p KT ge Y(p) & VRN, WRAER
ok >0,p BIA0IE U LR g AR v (15

Y(p) NV Y@ +«klp-plIB, VYpel, (0.2)

Hr B CF N7E F R ALK
ENX 0.2(GHEMCLTFRalE) SEEMS Y E=FEpxT ge Y (p) I TR,
WIRAFTEE R £ > 0, p PIABIR DA Keg HIARSE v i3

T(p)NV C{q}t +xllp-plIB, Vpeld, (0.3)
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Hrp B CF N=iE) F BRRAER. BHit—0 AT T 78 p KT 7 REHICLPRRT,
WER (0.3) AZFHHX TSR peld, Y(p)NV # 2.

S F— M (AE ) & e 2 AR L SRR R AL A8, STk (1) %1 T H KKT RS G e
SR AR AL B R ISP R, UE B 73X — MR SN T B S A 2 A AT IS 4% Robin-
son Z1H S VE EIIN BT (PE LT 1 M0 R 1.1). M B E X 0.2 FIE X 0.1 AHEF H, Bk
AL RS R R AR P Bl Il 1) f O AAEAE — AN 203 P R P — 119, SR T T — S8 52 37 FH
ARMRAE AR AN ME—, RIS RIS AR X T — L S BR B FH AT REAS BT, I RATT 75 B0 9T
AR B~ RR . 0 — Mt BE AR 1) R (TR R (0.1) FRIREM), SCHR [2] 45 T #0301
{1 B 10 At 5 o e S 5 — B AR AR Ak T R F ST 78 43 1 2 A (VR LYY 2 PR B 2.1). i A
iR, BT RARA BRI SR L, i A BT SR AL . X L s
R RO 1) RS ) B A B VR USSR AT, SR IBIR A RIS A 45 RAMY B A B
SR FAMA, 1 HHE S bR i) A o EE R 5RO, TR ARE RO
S PRSI BR R PR PR B IR O B (PR LT 3).

PAF & —e A L5775

(1) W Q CE NARELMEZN E 558, M TAEST we E, 2 dist(w, Q) :=
inf{[ju —wl| | v e Q}.

(2) W Q CE NAMRY4ELMEZS 0] E A HE, FRATH O KA B EHE, B

Q' ={wek]| (u,w) 20, VYue}

(3) W Q C E NAMRYELMESE B 78, BATH To(uw) £m Q1E we Q 1Y)
%&[20]’ ED

Ta(u):={dec & | —u, v* € Q IHFH t* L 0 15 (uf —u)/t* — d}.

(4) WH Q CE NEMRYELRYEZ 0 E P, 1998 702 (u, d) i T2 (u,d)
RS QTE uwe Q WIRTTI d e E A /4= Fr PI4E15649 /G50 H

7’5’2(u,d) = {w €eE| dist(u +td + %th,Q> =o(t?),t > 0}

A
TE(u,d) = {w € E |3ty | 0 575 dist(u +tid + %t%w,ﬂ) - o(ti)}.
(5) WK Q CE AFMRYELMEZA E 4, TATH o, Q) £ Q BISCH R,
R

o(w,Q) :==sup{(u,w) |u e Q}, wekE.

1 Bl FREazlE

N TR L, FATEATRBGEFEIU B (0.1) THEIIEEHE % 0 aslal v
AR MNES T TR REL on. FATATELRE (0.1) Ros i TR A4 i R,

min f(x)
{ st. G(z) e K, (1.1)
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Hr Y :=V xR Gx) := (¢(z),1(2)) : X = Y HH KL= x QCY. XTM#(1.1), %
JELLN 2t Pt ah 1),

min  f(z) — (a,x)
st. G)+bek,

(a,b) € X x Y AMSHZEL. T4 EM (a,b) € X x Y, BAH X(a,b) R (1.2) A
BRI, WRAFLE 2 FI— DI Y 15 X (a,b) NV = {2}, T 2 € X(a,b)
AL, 4 ®(a,b) N (1.2) WIFTA ATAT IR 4R 4, B

B(a,b) = {z€X|Gz)+be Kk}, (ab)eXxY. (1.3)

(1.2)

L L:XxY— RN (1.2) 7F (a,b) = (0,0) W FIHkE B H &%, B
L(z;y) == f(z) + (y,G(2)), (z,y) eXxY. (1.4)

SEFAEN y e Y, BAVA L. (v;y) KFoR L(sy) 7 2 € X WSHOEEA Vo Lz y)
N Ly (wyy) MAEBESET. M THEEMRANZE (a,), M@ (1.2) [f) Karush-Kuhn-Tucker
(KKT) Attt i Ao N

{a—V:,;L(x;y), — {a_sz(fE;y),

be —G(x)+ do(y,K) y € Nic(G(z) +b), (1.5)

H 9o(y,K) & K WISCHEREL oK) 1E y SAETIRT, Nic(2) A K 18 2 € K b/
EHEEM BT BRSO WL 21)). T4 E R (a,b), FATH Skkr(a,b) Fx KKT R45%
(1.5) WIS, H Xkxr(a,b) RN (1.2) WiaE SEA, W Xkkr(a,b) == {z € X |
fE1E y € Y 143 (1.5) 7£ (z,y) WAL}, & MRS B H R T4EEN M (2, a,b) == {y €
Y | (z,y) € Skxr(a,b)}. X T (a,b) = (0,0), FATEFE (1.2) XS] Robinson 2% i
(RCQ) fEA4T 15 = € ®(0,0) AL, W LLR 244 BT

G (2)X + Ti(G(z)) = V. (1.6)

i, RCQ £ — MR/ A 2 € X(0,0) oL ALY M(2,0,0) & Y HH—AE
R AR,

BAR, R Skr FEELKT B = (T,7) € Skxr(0,0) AL FFar, A4 FA1%0E
Skxr(0,0) ZHEE, B Skir(0,0) = {(7,7)}. L FRadt & —AEE W sh R,
TEA R4 gk A (19, SC [16,23,24]) WM 8 E Lipschitz 2214 ) 2 A
— M, AL PR A RS S L A (1 WL (25, Example 6.4]).

TERE— DGR IR (1.2) B (8RR ST et ) s B 1 i 2 /i, FRATT 2 5 7 22 (] it
— NHXWF T . DA TR R EERE LRSS K N2 HRIX — R RIS T (B )
(1.1) FRAERS AR ¢ O EMZTEAR). #5 2, B Sk BT R AR MR Aa e
AU ) (B ISP Rk )z . HART &, M (1.2) eSS KON TR
iz, AH R (B8 I AR ME AT SO R A M & 1. BRI —RIRIHEZE T, Bl jn] i
(1.2) FREL f A G UL TS EIER: f(z,c) Fl G(z,¢), ce E H¥ E RH—
ARGt R, A4S 30 T AH S 5 0 58 2 502 %1 6 123:26:27] 5141, Dontchev
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Rockafellar235E B T 55 T S 5040 P2 AR 28 MR 1) 850 1) = 3 e e o, AR s A S
B HEAOL AR 2 HA S ™4 Mangasarian-Fromovitz 298 4 (strict MFCQ) F1
AR A (SOSC) [FIIS BAL. 84 LA b 50T 22 THA 1) 45 SR AN REHHET 21 3E 2 4 1) 1
T2 BanFRATH FE LA AL (0.1), Rl IR EH (SDP) BB OL. 78 R ZX A ] /i
Z I, AEFRATE Sk E LU Ok e Al

{5 1.1 Bonnans Fl Shapirol!®-Example 4.54].

min @ + 23 + 23
s.t. Diag(z) +eA4 € 83,

HAr 2 = (21, 29) € R?, Diag(x) 52—~ 2x2 XA, L2 i MAICEN 2,0 =1,2, A
& S R —ANEX AEERE, 3R H e NSEL BAR, (1.7) I Slater 25RO, 2 e = 0 Y,
AL (1.7) AME—f# 7 = (0,0) ALK S Z 0 R HE— kg BIH T Y = _01 8 .
TR, W TAELEM S e > 0, M (1.7) AHE—E X(2) = (T1(c), Tale)) FHH Y e — 0 B,
To(e) 5 Y3 [

i 1.1 I RIEE 5™ O IR @ AL IR ) Slater SR BGZ (BETT MFCQ BUAL)
HUEE S, MR KKT RS Skxr BIPPARRYEAROAL, dEmIas PR A oL, 1X 5K
EARZ AL 17 5 2 TS T 56 A8 H], B4 Robinson2SHIE B T 5%} 2 AR 1E % (4F
AR F, WRPTE MFCQ M i LA RGL, W KKT MRS Skkr HI-FAR
PEDLIRREAL. HIGEI, B 1.1 R BT — R 2 A ) @, Fr s B H e+ — M 5 —
B e A SR A AN BERIIE KKT MRS Swr MINLTASIE. FIFRX 5 2 A T RIE
AR 7] R 58 AN ], DROAFRATTFNAE AR 48 SCHR [28, Proposition 1.1], X -T-JEZ& AL 7]
B A% Mangasarian-Fromovitz 23 PE (MFCQ) S0 T Hik& B H fe1-ME—%, ZEmaT
& Dontchev Fl Rockafellar )20 T 22 A 1E T 122 L& AR AT AN I RIEB AN Skxr HIE
PO TR S50 TP BA H 21— PR R0 IR it i 454 (SOSC) R &Sz, @it
1.1 JATATLE R, X T — A2 AR A 8 (1.2) AR KKT B Skxr K&
PRSL AR 10 220 ) A 2 AE B2 P RR T A S A i 1) T B4, LA 22 TR PR AE AH 82 73
P s 7 B EBMIEA.

TN TERATTA FAH RS BRGS0 49 1, SR B U W E 2 TR 4R
G52 AL SR b 1) 2 5. IR 2822 S AT AR MEAL AL B 0 5 4 B AR SR
RIS AT AR 15 %6, FATRBHTE Im SR E . RE z R (1.2) KT (a,b) =
(0,0) FI—ANIATAE. MR (1.2) 4T (a,b) = (0,0) £ 7 MG FAHE () W LLE SUN

(1.7)

C(z) :={deX |G @)de Tx(G@), f(T)d < 0}. (1.8)
Fradth, n 7 &R (1.2) SR (a,b) = (0,0) KT 7 e M(z,0,0) FIEE &, WERATA

C(@) ={deX |G @de Tc(G®)),f (T)d=0}
={deX|G'@)d e Cc(G(@).9)},

HASFFAEAH Ac K, C(A,B) ZES K £ A 55T B e Ne(A) Wk AHE, & SCN

Cxc(A, B) := Tre(A) N B+, (1.9)
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FEHXMFAEAM s € Y, st = {z € Y| (2,5) = 0}. KN K &N, AR R
7 € M(7,0,0), 1G4 Cc (G(T),y) #R— DM H— AN EEMS RN EAT O2-4
AL

FE X 1.105.Definition 31351 Py £ )0 PEFIONTE A € K b C2-HERT L), WIARAFE A 1)
— AT W vV, —NERRYEZME R B AR HE A(—ANHEBRRON R R
BACH B ENE S (o) F— D GRS I = . W — E f#if5: (1)
E(A) = 0 € E; (i) FHWE =/(A) : Y - E Z1; (i) KnW ={AeW|ZE(A) € A}.
W KRS A e K #ad C2HETZ91, WFRATUL K 72 C2-HERT 2911,

— MM, BT A A, AR /2 B DI AN — i AN S (15 Section 3.3],
{H A, MR¥E 3 [15, Proposition 3.136], FATHIE W R £ & C2-HETT 2 M EERS, T4
1 Ac KM DeY, TE*(A, D) = TR(A, D) oL, M, BAR T2(A, D) N K E Ack
WA D e Y I D4

N, FATAT LSS T AR L AR KRR T IR SR A R AT e : Y —» Y
Fon K B HET, I TAEEH C e Y,

I (C) == argmin{%HY —C|P|Y e /c}.

% B € Nic(A). % C:=A+ B. Wk K 2L HRLENT Theorem 411 H gy B 7 J J7 I A
T BT 18 S5 I (Cs ) A R 20, B TR R H e Y,

) (C; H) = argmin{||D — H||* | D € Cx(4, B)},

Hrh Cc(A,B) N&ES K 1E A JKT B Wil 54 (1.9).
WRES K A& CZ-HET 2945/, ARYE S [29, Theorem 7.2], FATFIE M 7E C K
SRIETT AT S I BT R S8 1 (Cs H) RTAEZRTT R H € Y 7] DL T Z1

Iie(C; H) = argmin{||D — H|* — o(B, TE(A, D)) | D € Cx (4, B)}, (1.10)

Hrb (-, TE(A, D)) N_kri%E T(A, D) MISCHEREL SSCHERBFNIEZ A% S
K1) o300 e S 1 AR 2 T A K B LT PR, IR 5C TR 2 AR i P Ak il - s 1% 23
U e WEERE S SE (S IR

XFAE (a,b) = (0,0) AL (1.2), i = A— AT FATV™H Robinson I3
mPEfE T KT 5y € M(7,0,0) # 0 oL, Wi

G @)X+ Te(G@) NG =Y. (1.11)

F 4 3L [15, Proposition 4.50], 415 ™% Robinson £ fi P4 AL, WIAH B ¥ H74% BH H 26 1
4 M(Z,0,0) BN EE.

R AF N 7 7] 2L T (C; ) FIZIE (1.10) S HABAR Ao, FRAT175380 7 LA R 6 F
RS p st Sier MIEHEAT A M B 52 B 2 m . ghabh, SFF 1 (1.2) H (a,b) = (0,0),
AR Robinson ZJH it (1.6) 76 7 ML, WAV L 19 B 78 o P et 45 1
(SOSC) RAr, s

peop 0){<d’ Vie L@ y)d) — oy, T¢(G(7),G'(T)d)} >0, VdeC(@)\{0}. (1.12)
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I 1.1 4 7 AR (1.2) KT (a,b) = (0,0) FIAT{THE. BB Robinson £
AL (1.6) oL, 4 5 e M(T,0,0) # @. WL 458554

(i) /4% Robinson £k (1.11) 78 7 % F 7 WL I HiF @ (1.2) %F (a,b) = (0,0)
1 = 7e o MR R 25 2F (SOSC)(1.12) 7E T AbRROT;

(il) 7 &R (1.2) KT (a,b) = (0,0) W—ANRHMEMMH H Skxr EF R (a,b) =
(0,0) KT (7,7) —AEHIL TN,

(iil) T A& M (1.2) KT (a,b) = (0,0) FI—"NRFBHEALMEHFH Skxr EEH (a,b) =
(0,0) &TF (z,7) AL TR,

2 EMBREFRENZE

N T L THEFEREA R (0.1) 73— AN EE WP LR — AR TR, fE
AFTHAT T ZRIE LR HEFEILAL I (0.1) HIRF

min (X) = A(FX) +(C.X) +6(X)

(2.1)
st. AXep+ Q,

Holt X = VR oxm BFEREIE RO (0 < m) SREMFREFEAI S7, i C e X A
p € R NEEHIE, F: X = R Al A: X — R N ELIEIES, h: RY — (—o0, +o0] TE
TN EA B dom b EIESEFIHOF H b 7E dom b FMERNME TR B IRIY, B
0:X — (—o0,+o0] H—HMKEL, M Q C R N—4E M2 IHARHE. HEH (2.1) XFSLF%
A8 ] FURT A 1R 2 A B RN T 2
oD i VW, 8) =0 (y) — {p.y) + 17 (w) +6°(=5) (2.2)
s.t. Ay + Frw+ 8 = C,

Hrr so- NXHEHE OF MIHRREEL, A, F* N A, F HIBIFERES F, 1T h*, 6* N h, 0
(1 40 bR 2
PR (2.1), FA17E B LR IR P i) @

min  (X) - (q, X)

(2.3)
st. AX €ep+ Q,

Hrha e X AMENZSH. M TLER o, TATH X (o) FoRnb@E (2.1) BIMWES. £ X
RNEERE (2.1) F— N, B X € X(a) 2 a =0 DUFERANEZETHSE S ML
X X=X £ X RTINS E a =0 W Fatt. w5 Shpnd, SEBs-Fiattss T
FATHT— e R (B8 I Aat, BRI SRAEE W 2 (B ) AL AR I 4 B 2
R

NFFSHIEE, It Z =R xR x X, FHFHMNFELAM ye R, weR UK SeX, &
Z = (y,w,S). XHAE (2.2) XN Lagrangian pREC L 77 LLATTF 45

L(Z;X):=V(Z)+ (X, Ay + Ffwu+S—-C), (Z,X)eZxX.
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% ¢ X = (—o0,00] MR (2.1) AT H ARk EL, B

O(X), MR AX ep+Q,

vV X eX. 2.4
+oo, NI, c (24)

B(X) = — inf L(Z; X) = {

AT H AR R EL o, FATAT LUK IR 1) (2.11) AT RAFRIRBE LT To 2o )
min  ¢(X).

XeX
PR (2.1) BIA T HbReREL ¢, FATE LA FRMERS 7, : X = X
To(X) == 06(X), X eX. (2.5)

TR, BT (2.1) 2, ARG Ty RO, AR E N (2.1) &R
£4 X(0) =5, )

X(0)={XeX|0eTy(X)}.

XFT Ty ARARLE I v € X, H EEANE S 43 5E W id 5 gph T, == {(X,v) € XxX |
veTy(X)} M T M) = {X € X | v e Tp(X)}. B, X TEAHIRNSE o, BATE
X(a) =T, "(a). WHEIC [16, Theorem 3H.3], BALMEWIS X KFRAIEEN T LT 7, 1
E%W\E}n\uﬁ[lasmion 3.8(3H)]

EX 2.1 HEBN T, X3 X1E X e 7,7'(0) RTRAREZRRIENR, WReg
FERH K > 0,a=0 R0 U, LA X RIARIE v, 15145

dist(X, T, 1(0)) < &' dist(0, Tp(X) NU), VX €V,

AFTE N, AR RE b 7E dom b FMTRENME FE LMK, W FX £ X € X(0) 24
A (2 WCHR [30] B3 [31]). NI, SHERE X € X(0) N & 2EA & LH:

§:=FX, m:=FVh(FX)+C. (2.6)
BAIE LS Ve = {X € X | FX =&} UWEHAMS G5, G2 1 R® — X

Gp(y) = (90) 1 (A"y —7),

€ Re.
Gi(y) = {X €X [0 AX —p+No-(n)},

PGB (2.1) ) KKT 44, 3ATHE X e X(0), WAFELE Lagrangian 1 7 € R¢
i3

{0 € C — AG+ F*Vh(FX) + 00(X), (2.7)

0ecAX —p+ No- (7).

AT Mp(X) KEIR X € X(0) Frxf BT Lagrangian 37 H K& A, B8, JAl
A

X(0)=VpNGpHNGHT), VyeMp(X).
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NT RIS X BPRRtE, TRATIEEEE A A PR R B2,

ENX 2.2 % Dy,Dy,--- Dy CU N s DML i D:=DiNDyN---N Dy
3675, Wl Dy, Dy, -+, Dy BERONA FEMEIENR, WX T8 M RE B C U, fFEF
k>0 fHi4

dist(z, D) < k max{dist(z, D1), dist(z, D2),--- ,dist(z, Ds)}, Va € B.

PLEIRAS BB A I R A PE T, Heszol DLl — 285 W2 o) i RAE. Bl
U\"I:Qﬂ: /\[33,Corollary 3]

MRR 2.1 4 Dy, Do, ,D, CU N s NMHME. XFHEM so € {0,1,---,s}, B
W Dy, Dy, -+, Dy, N sg /l\%ﬁ’ﬁﬂzk;% A, BRAE Dy, Dy, -+, D, A S8 IE T Bl 57 1
Wi

ﬂ D; ﬂ ﬂ ri(D;) # @.
i=1,2,---,50 i=so+1,-,s
UL, FRATTAT DAZS o6 T e (AR X PR — A e e 4 1
EE 2.1 4 X AFENE (2.1) B—NREHHFH Mp(X) £ 0. BT =A%
A
(a) BREL h AEAERE dom h [T 4 ESE5E ™ 1;
(b) ST FAELI € 00(X), Bt 00 75 X KT 7 /& B & OE 1
(c) HE Vp, GL1), G2 () FEH—A 7 € Mp(X) B AH F LMk E .
M BARFEENSS X 1FE X € X(0) %T a=0 & FFam.
18 LR Fe 26, 4% (b) 5 (c) AR EIZEREERIEH. E%MIJAMLL A
I L7 R, S TR I EE B B A ) R, X A 2 A BE AN BB T2
B, AT EER 2.1 hH%M (b), BT 06 E@E%?ﬁﬂlﬂﬁ. R Z B R
M5 (B, e e, HFESE I S, M (2.1) 1 0 J8T DL NI R I R 2L,
BRIV B P b 3430 1 TR DA R IE N BL R A I R —

0(X) =g(0(X)), X eX@®R™™ HH n<m IS, (2.8)
Hr g : R™ — (—o0, +o0] NE MM BRHOIE HIE XX FRI, 8
0(X) = g(A(X)), X €S, (2.9)

Herg: R — ( 00, +oo] AE N BT H A X FRT).

MR 2.2 % g:R" — (—o0,+oo] NEMMILXIXTFREE. 2 0: X — (o0, +00]

N g tn(2.8) F)TZEXE’J RS HIEAERLGER) (X, W) € gph96. BRI AT 9g 11
o(X) WRT o(W) RBEERIENF, W 06 £ X 45T W B & R IE N,

E 2.1 ERRAIEDE N, W AR R 2 AR, BRI R AR OR
NERZAZHEESHIFE. BI85 [36] 11, AMERAS *ﬁT PR A IR R
FOREW 7 AR I X E N LR — DAL RE p 20 2tk-— k4 H
2 op & Fr ZHARR, B T HIPE R p 20 A & - g (T2 W (20,
Theorem 11.14, Proposition 12.30]). #—2, ilidH|FH Robinson [)3¢T 2 A& B ) &
#8_I Lipschitz #E8EPEH— /\Qéﬁﬁi%%[?’” &ﬂ]ﬁﬁiﬁ?& I o3 P et — IR BR L p
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FERE A (2, w) € gph dp, (Op)~' = p* TE = KT w LRI IEN . BRI, FRATENIE 10
RRREL g RO B IR, T4 (2.8) T UG BREL 0 TEAE4A A X € dom 0 2%
BUIEN, R EE 2.0 hEIZM (b) RROLH. REE g WP FaE: 2 mARm
HEORBES, 4 RO R b AMEOK(4arh) (IORISE. ik, BRAR 2.2 B8 T2 X TR
BRI DA% Y TE 7 A BV HE 11 B B O R AR (1) 28 B 4508, 45 [31, Proposition 11] Al
[38, Theorem 2.4](14Z L [39, Proposition 3.3]).

KT 2.1 FIIEM (o), FIFMR 2.1, FATEELLUF 45 RAREH 78 0.

MR 2.3 WRLTE—FIHHL, BLES Vp,Gh(T),63(7) EH—1 7 Mp(X)
T A SN 1

(a) GL(7) B2 HIKES;

(b) f£7E X € X(0) 18 X € 1i (Gh(7)).

FEGE ARATTHT, FAVEERMERT 2.3 WS4, 4R B2, @l g LA
TFRULH KA (a) 7ESLBRNH H ] RE RO

f5l 2.1 4 X e R, 0(X) = || X||o(BIFER -7850). B4, (00)~1(X) XTAE
B X e R™ #R— M2 IHELEEPL &4 (a) BHIRMOL.

Bl 2.2 L) X € 8", 0(X) = ds2(X). MAKME (a) FFMT rank(Ay —7) >
n — 1139,Proposition 3.2]

il 2.3 AE41 X € X, 0(X) = || X]||gy. IAMFLLF A AR AE— AN AL
0 A7 =7l <k H oo(Ay—7) < 1; (ii) |AT -7l =k, o2(AY—7) < 1 FHH
on(AG — 1) > 0, WS GL(m) MR —ADZHIEES. X—%RATLH 9| - | %)
1 1041 £ 5],

HIR, P 2.3 AR (b) ATUEE T X720 € =X + 00(A*y —7) £ (X, 7)
KB LA S BRI, KT 0 = 0gn P RE ELANSEAR B ZIE, WTLATESC [15, Example
4.79] FHARE KT 0 = || - ||y P EAMKAFRIZIEAE S [42] HHREB BUG, EAEH
(A T RIEEEE 2.0 FEME (o) ROL, HFEAA/ERE (2.1) 9—A KKT & (X, 7) Wi
WERRAL 0 B EANEAE. X EL X T LS AT R AR X R, BIERATIHEANER
RS ELAN AR TE AR MR X A RAE.

3 HRE ARV IREICSER S T R — N

AT LA Rk B H AR PR L R SR BT, SRR T R I sl 2 p
PR, 5 SEBr MR DAL SRS S o M e R B AR . DA AT SR A e AR
BEARACARAY (2.1) BILXHE 1 (2.2).

BIEART, BATE LR Z = (y,w,S) M TAELK y € R, w e RY A S € X, E[H]
Z=R¢xRIxX. & c>0R—NESLE. MNTEAN Z e Z M X e X, FH0 X ] i
(2.2) BURET B BT H R K s 25

Lo(Z;X) == L(Z,X) + (¢/2)| A*y + F*w + S — C||*. (3.1)

E BRI ¢ 1 eso < oo BLAAIIAR X0 € X, M hukg B HVE (ALM) HIZE (k+1)
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UEARTT AN 45

k41 o : — . xk
{Z argmin{(y(Z) := Le, (Z; X*)},

k> 0. (3.2)
Xt = XF 4 o (AryFH 4 Froht! 4 SH - 0),

S i LT 8 A 517 e v 302 = R o | 5 R T DO B ot R R 1 R W 50 7 VAR LSS & 7
(1, & Pyi= (T +cxTy)™t, Hi 72 X _RRSRATBUR, 1 7, N (2.5) & SRR B 1)
LA MRS, SRARDEAL ) (2.1) AOIRIE A5 (PPA) AT LA B 227 N dn R 4%

X~ pp(XF). (3.3)
FHRL A 2 1R AE Ny
(A) XM = Pu(XY)| <ew, en =20, 3 ex <o,
k=0

(B) IXFH — Po(XF)|| < mel| XFFY = X g >0, kZOnk < 0.

DL 45 B8R T B ALM(3.2) A2 B R ARl in) @ (2.2) WA 511F1 PPA(3.3) 4E
RIS A (2.1) FIEARFFIZ AR R, ERUER ] LA ST [42, Proposition 6] &
EREGIES 3

MR 3.1 4E XF e X, ZFH = (yFtt Wkt Sk € Z MIIESEL ¢ X THA k> 0.
L F P AN (3.2) AT (3.3) 4 H. L X P = X R e (A yF T Fraktl 48R 0).
M2,

IR — Po(XR)|[2/(20) < GR(Z5F1) = inf G (3.4)

IR ZE G FATTRNE W AR SR ERHE B (2.2) (9 ALM [3eF 751 {X*} [ LA
TIIANZAEHER] (A7) A (B)
(A C(ZFHY) —inf ¢, < €2/2c, ek =0, io: £ < 00,

k=0
00

(B)  Ce(ZM") —inf G < (mj/2ex) | XFH = XF|2, e > 0, kzoflk < oo,
B2 e AT A A AT AEAS B PPA SRR IR &8 (2.1), 207l fs FHZ B dEN (A7) A1 (BY)
AR, PR, T DL B SRS, AT DU A FU ARG B PPA ISR R 5T ALM YR

T EFRATE E B O T AR B PPA USKER A FT. FEA MOTHER [44] Y, Rock-
afellar 7£ T8 7;;1 TEE SALH Lipschitz B4R T (RS MUAREBLT X - X = X /EF T
AbI (B4R I AR ), 238 T HERSHA PPA MURSICRSE . Wal Tk, 1X —1ff s A SR K
JE v R (1) B AR T — (1), 3X — RO T — 28 R 2 A R FRPERY, Luque B e fa st —A
R S AR 15O n B 7, SR ZTHARBL, Luque M2 AFBE IR B2 B2 BT 481,
2 Ty A dEZ THARET, BHIE Luque 254 AT BEA2S MR, Kl MR iifeE X (0) = 7;?1(0)
TCFF. FESC [39] Hh, X SRR R IO A R R R X X = X RN R A
Ab T RS, B AR AE A Ty FERAR ALK T AU R R . 2T
3.1 F13Z [39, Theorem 4.1], FATAT LAE B LA R 38T Hiks B H VSR AR R0 (2.1) 42 /A0
Jea S (R ) e 1 W Sk
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EIE 3.1 BBE M (2.1) FIRCARE X (0) ZIEZHI. 4 U i) @ (2.2)
A, {(ZF, X*)} /& ALM(3.2) PR IEHEN] (AY) TR T4, Hrh ZF = (y*, w*, S).
M2, BEAFH] {XFY G I BB — i X~ € X(0), FHHIFH {ZF}
WX AR k>0,

AL Frubt 4 SR O = X - XM 0, (
(2 = 0 < G2 — inf G+ (1/20) (1X42 — X

2, WEXHENE (2.2) AAETH L, WEH) {28 A R0, FHH RS
HRE T ] R (2.2) FIERAR A

WHRJE S (2.1) RIBRACAREIST X - X = X 7 X bR TFE AR TRIGEN),
HAAZAEFEE Ky > O(H T (2.1) Y SHEIETR), TR ILAEN (B') FAAE & > 0 15
XA k> k,

W W

5)
6)

dist (X", X (0)) < 0y dist (X*, X(0)), (3.7)
Hrp

O = (e +20k) (1 =)™ B e = 1/4/1 + s,
Ok = oo = 1/ /1+ 2 k2 (foo = 0 AR oo = 00).

BEAh, DU ANEE AR R 1 AT AT PR A8 B BUE Y R- (G ) 2 I Sio%

[ A yF Y Froftt 4 §H 0| < 7l dist(XF, X(0))
(2 — o < 2dist(XF, X(0)),

He

7= o (L=m) T = T = 1es,
7R = TR ORIXIH = XF| X+ (XR) /2 = 13 = X% fes,

(tL=72=0 WHR cw=00).

SEFE 3.1 Hon TAEJR R (2.1) IBRMREEUR X - X = X fER— AR T
FRPPPRRPEROL T, H ALM A2 B i in) @k A7 51 { X} 2 Q-(E) B8, A
IS A AT PR RO A R BB 2 2220 R-(BE) B tEiesh. SR, P81 {X*} I Q-(B) 2k
PSSR B 0, ATLGZ /N T 1, RUFTIE A PUE 2 M SR, Biltn, R SEL o HEE 1/k,,
WS 0 W AEET V/2/2. 30X — EE ELRFVEAE A0 T Rk B VR OR R R AL i R, R 2
KIEH FEAR AL [ BN, R4S+ A 2. TR tR AR &, FRATAELE 51 ALM H)ish
SEAE S BR B R BB SR, SR I 7] DAZE Y 2 AH R SCRR R R 3, Bl dn: SRAgP &
Bk () ) SDPNLIS), SDPNLA-17); =y 5 HLRI i) ) QSDPNLIS]; A A% i 250 /)
[ ST, BRI I 1] JEPO); & Ky Fan k-YSEUWAEFRARAG M 2146, B e, FRATIE 75 24
2 B E . 3.1 BALRADHE 1B T A AR AP A2 v (RIS 2 W8 i 5 ) I x4
ALM FIHE IS S5, SRR T KKT RGBS Sk AI(E ) IS FRa i f
TR PPA APUE ST LR S 5, BARSE R 2 0 Rockafellar [¥148 HL 3Lk [43,
44].
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4 FER5HE—LHMREME

H 3 AR R S ] U 3 2 KB I P FR) e, BRI A ) RLBOR B 43 21 A 17F 7E
#, AR AR I BT 7 1 v B DR TE, BN A R R, LA i R S s M 2 AL
HARHE TR S %0, MBS BT E N AL TSR gt B B SRl TR
R DA il LR A 20 T A, A AR LA B0 20 A BEAR I WF FE A o B 5 0 S0 10 2 i AL A 7]
R (AR R AR A SCES A 3CHR (1, 2), a2 41 1 AEFEOE AL B 1tk 0 #r 5 T HRAS
Tt e — (AR & AR 2 AR LI AR RO 7K KKT ZR G0 S 72 S DU Ak 14
B MRS PR B S5 A7 20 1 A — RS R A DI R 1 s I AR SR AL (1~ Ak 1 7
FAT. Bea, BATHEI XSG Bk B F A SR AR AR PR AL 1) B SCR K 7, e
THEREACAIEBN R B B X S T 5 SR AR S s 1] il e A

MR ASCH A4, TAVE BIFEFEAAL AR SCHIE T IE Ab TR B I B, o2 iR
BRI L SR N P 7 T A VP 2 1) RS AR U ROA o, BRAEAE SRS Ik A 5 i, Ffth— 4%
K Lipschitz PE5R, @1 Aubin PEF#GE /T ARE— DA SE R fES0E it b, oyt —2
A FHPEEN 73 W 45 SRR ABL PR SR g K EiHls 0 A 1) A 28R — LA Bk 0 1 e, o
ORI PE D A B S 5 St H AL A R GEit BAR A LA /5, DU O EitE B (1 #EE 5
BV ) L ) RO HL R T P A

BOS A R 44 B A4 R R B e A S RN AT BB Y VE 2 S S ek
B e, AR B EAG E BE TR ) A B [F) 2 A 4 B 5 7 A SRR, B
MR TP E SR
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